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Chapter Lander's Case* reaffirmed the doctrine of Macleod's Case
'          as regards bigamy committed outside New Zealand,
overruling the argument of Sir J. Salmond in favour
of a wider power, and the decision of the Chief Justice
in the Wellington Cooks' and Stewards' Union Case2 in
favour of the power of New Zealand to regulate the
actions of employers and employees on a New Zealand
ship overseas. The High Court ruled in Wienholt's Case3
that a Queensland Stamp Act could not, or at least
must not be construed, to apply to a deed which was
executed in England and had never when operative
been physically in Queensland. But it is not clear
whether this doctrine is more than a rule of construc-
tion rather than an absolute negation of power to legis-
late by apt words, and the same difficulty applied to
other judgements on taxation issues. Thus in the im-
portant 4 decision that the Commonwealth cannot tax
a dividend on shares situate in England under its
Income Tax law, the issue is not so much one of extra-
territorial authority as the effect which in England is
to be given to an attempt to tax property which is truly
English; even if the Commonwealth has the fullest
power of a foreign state, is it right to give effect to it
in England? The problem is not solved by the Statute
of Westminster, for it does not touch on the effect in
England of Dominion legislation, but the effect in their
courts.
It has also been found that the rule can easily be
evaded. Thus, if it is not possible to forbid the break-
1 [1919] KZ.L.R. 305.                      2 (1906), 26 JNT.Z.L.R. 394.
3  (1915), 20 C.L.R. 540.
4  London and South American Investment Trust, Ltd. v. British Tobacco
Co. (Australia), Ltd., [1927] 1 Ch. 107.